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2. Thii opinion c«itainj indications relating to tbe following items: 
r I/K] Basis of tbe opinion 
tt n Priority 

in Q Non-establishment of opinion with regard to noveUy, inventive step and industrial appUcability 

IV □ Lack of uni^ of invention 

V ^ Reasoned statement under Rule 66.2 (a)(ii) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial appUcabiUty 

citations and expIanatiMS supporting such statement luuustnar appucaoiuty. 

Certain documents cited 

Certain defects In the international application 

Certain observations on the international application 

The appUcant is hereby Invited to reply to this opinion. 
When? See the time limit indicated above. 



By sulaniaing a written reply, accompanied, where appropriate, by amendments accordinc to Rule 6i 
For the fonn and the language of the amendments, see Rules 66.8 and 66^^ ^ 
For an addUional opportunity to submit amendments, see Rule 66 4 
IZ i^Ti^r^r''* '^'^'^ an«ndments and/or arguments, see Rule 66.4 Us. 

For an informal commumeation with the examiner, see Rule 66.6 
no reply Is fll«d, the international preliminary examination report wiU be established on the basis of this opinioa 
The final date by which the international pteliminaiy 

examination report must be eaablishtd aa:onling to Rule 69.2 is: I3 Augist 2001 f 13.08 :>m.^ 



How? 
Also 
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Foim PCT/IPEA/408 (cover sheetXJuly 1998) 



Authorized officer TEflHY J. DEY 

I TECHNOLOGY CENTER 1( 

« No. 703-308-0196 



International applicatiod No. 
PCT/U& ^1919 



L Basis of the opinion 



1 . With regard to tiie elements of the intemaiional application:* 
^ the international application as originally fifed 



j the description 
pages 1-36 
pages NONE 
pages NONE 

] the claims: 
pages 37-40 



, as originally filed 
_, filed with the demand 
, filed with the letter of 



pages NONE 
pages NONE 
pages NONE 

1 the drawings: 
pages I 



_t as originally filed 

_, as amended (together with any statement) under Article 19 
_, filed with the demand 

_, filed with the letter of 



pages NONE 
pages NONE 



IS originally filed 
, filed with the demand 

. filed with the letter of . 

I I the sequence listing part of the description: 

pages NONE ^ as originally filed 

pages NONE , filed with the demand 

pages NONE , filed with the letter of . 

2. With regard to the language, all the elements marked above were available or furnished to this Authority in the 
language in which the international application was filed, unless otherwise indicated under this item. 

These elements were available or furnished to this Authority in the followmg language which is; 

I I the language of a translation furnished for the purposes of international search (under Rule23. l(b}). 
I I the language of pubhcation of the international application (under Rule 48.3(b)). 

I I the language of the translation fumisbed for the purposes of international prelimumy examination(under Rules 
55.2 and/or 55.3). 

3. With regard to any nucleotide and/or amino acid sequence disclosed in the international application, the written 
opinion was drawn on the basis of the sequence listing: 

I contained in the international application m printed form. 

I filed together with the international application in conputer readable form. 

I ftiniished subsequently to this Authority in written form. 

I furnished subsequently to this Authority in computer readable form. 

I The statement that the subsequently furnished written sequence listing does not go beyond the disclosure in the 

intematicml application as filed has been furnished. 
I I The statement that the information recorded in computer readable form is ictentical to the written sequence listing 

has been furnished. 

4. Q The amendments have resulted in the cancellation of: 

I ] the description, pages NONE 

r~| the claims, Nos, NONE 

I I the drawings, sheets/fig NONE 

This (pinion has been drawn as if (some of) the amendmentj had not beea made, since they have been considered to go 
beycmd the disclosure as filed, as indicated ta the Supplemental Box CRule 70.2(c)). 



• Replacement sheets which have been fitmished /< 
this camion as 'originally filed. " 



the receiving Office in resjxmse to an invitation under Article 14 are referred to 



Form PCr/IPEA/408 (Box I) (My 1998) 



Z00015667 



WRITT^OPINION PCT/USC J019 

. Reasoned statoiMnt under Rule <>6.2(a)(ii) with regard to novelty, inventive step or Industrial appUcabOlty; 
citations and eqtlan atlwis supporting such statement ^ 

1. STATEMENT 

Novelty (N) Claims 1:24 ___YES 

Claims NONE NO 

Inventive Step (IS) Claims NONE YES 

Claims 1:24 NO 



hidustrialAH)licabilUy(IA) Claims 1-24 

Claims NONE 



2. CITATIONS AND EXPLANATIONS 

Claims 1-24 lack an inventive step under PCT Aiticle 33(3) as being obvious ovei U.S. Patem No. 4,806,524 in view of Grimm et 
al. (1990). U.S. Patent No. 4,806,524 discloses preparations of EPO in the presence of ^ilizen (column 3, Table). U.S. Patent 
No. 4,806,524 does not teach methods of administiation of EPO. Giimm et al. teadies a method of treatment of biain dysflinction m 
humans by administiation of EPO (page 483, Figure 3). Therefoie, it would have been obvious to use the EPO preparations 
disclosed in U.S. Patent No. 4,806,524 in a method of administration to a mammal to improve brain function. 



NEW CITATIONS 

NONE 



Form PCT/ireA/408 (Box V) (My 1998) 



^ Written OPINION 



lens^^y application No. 7~ 
CT/l^iilOOlP " 



Supplemental Box 

(To be used when the space in any of the preceding boxes is not sufiftcient) 



TIME UMTT: 

The time limit set for resp<»se to a Wtiaen Opinion may not be extended. 37 CFR 1.484(d). Any response received after the 
expiration of the time limit set in the Writtai Opinion will not be considered in preparing the Intematiooal Preliminary Examination 
R^it. 



Foim PCT/IPEA/408 (Supplemental Box) (July 1998) 



